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Metropolitan  Trends 


The  1990  federal  census  counted  2,922,934  people  in  the  101  cities  and  towns  of  the  MAPC 
region.  This  was  a  gain  of  38,222  people  during  the  decade,  or  1.3  percent.  Some  people  are 
invariably  not  counted  in  a  census.  Hard-to-count  persons  typically  live  in  urban  communities 
where  there  are  a  large  number  of  young  minority  males  and  low  income  and  non-English 
speaking  people.  Under  new  legislation,  the  Census  Bureau  has  until  July  15, 1991  to  decide 
on  whether  to  adjust  population  counts  statistically  to  reflect  an  undercount. 

The  1990  federal  census  also  initially  counted  a  total  of  1,173,767  housing  units  in  the  MAPC 
region,  an  increase  of  84,479  units,  or  7.8  percent  since  1980.  These  statistics  include  occupied, 
vacant  and  seasonal  housing  units.  These  initial  statistics  may  vary  significantly  from  the  final 
counts  to  be  released  in  March. 

The  number  of  people  per  housing  unit  declined  to  2.49  in  1990,  from  2.64  people  in  1980.  The 
statistics  on  average  household  size,  based  on  people  in  occupied  housing  units,  will  not  be 
available  until  later  this  year.  The  trend  in  people  per  housing  unit,  which  declined  almost  six 
percent,  gives  an  early  indication  of  the  trend  in  average  household  size. 

Intrametropolitan  Population  Trends 

Population  changed  in  a  very  regular  manner  across  the  metropolitan  Boston  landscape  during 
the  decade.  Many  communities  along  Interstate  495  to  the  west,  northwest,  and  particularly 
southwest  of  Boston  grew  considerably  in  percentage  terms.  With  more  vacant  land  and  lower 
housing  prices  than  nearer  the  urban  core,  these  areas  became  rapidly  growing  centers  of 
employment  and  attracted  growing  numbers  of  young  families  with  children. 

In  percentage  terms,  the  inner  suburbs  show  the  largest  losses  of  people.  The  decline  resulted 
from  smaller  family  sizes,  more  childless  couples  both  young  and  old,  and  more  people  living 
alone;  at  the  same  time,  relatively  few  new  homes  were  built  to  offset  the  loss.  The  most 
populous  cities  and  towns  of  the  region  showed  the  smallest  population  changes. 

Community  Population  Trends 

Those  communities  with  population  increases  of  over  15  percent  were:  Norfolk,  Ashland, 
Carlisle,  Hopkinton,  Bolton,  Franklin  and  Wrentham.  Two  communities  — Rockport  and 
Chelsea—  showed  unusual  percentage  growth  in  relation  to  their  regional  context.  Rockport's 
growth  resulted  from  its  role  as  a  retirement  community,  while  Chelsea's  came  from  an  influx 
of  recent  immigrants  from  Vietnam,  Laos,  Cambodia,  and  Haiti. 

The  largest  absolute  population  increase  ~  11,289  ~  occurred  in  Boston.  The  next  largest 
population  increases  were  registered  in  Franklin,  followed  by  Chelsea,  Norfolk,  Ashland  and 
Lynn. 
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Those  communities  with  population  losses  of  greater  than  five  percent  were:  Weston, 
Arlington,  Braintree,  Melrose,  Winthrop,  Dedham,  Belmont  and  Westwood.  The  largest 
absolute  population  decline  —  3,589  --  occurred  in  Arlington.  Losses  of  more  than  1,500  people 
were  recorded  in  Braintree,  Melrose,  Weymouth  and  Dedham. 

A  striking  67  of  101  metropolitan  area  communities  gained  or  lost  in  population  by  less  than 
five  percent  during  the  decade.  Populairon  stabilized  in  many  of  the  region's  older,  urban 
communities  after  decades  of  decline.  Included  in  this  group  were  all  of  the  cities  and  towns 
of  greater  than  50,000  people  in  1980. 

Intrametropolitan  Persons  per  Unit  Trends 

People  per  housing  unit  fell  by  an  average  of  six  percent  during  the  decade.  Three  distinct 
patterns,  however,  emerged  in  different  types  of  communities.  In  urban  communities  with 
inexpensive  housing,  the  decline  was  far  less  than  in  preceding  decades;  there,  steep  increases 
in  housing  costs  pressed  lower-income  households  to  "double  up"  or  to  seek  smaller  sized  or 
less  expensive  housing,  thereby  reducing  the  decline  in  people/unit.  A  second  pattern 
occurred  in  suburban  communities  with  rapid  population  growth,  where  the  people/unit 
decline  was  mild  because  of  the  large  influx  of  families  with  young  children.  A  third  group  of 
communities  showed  substantial  declines  in  people/unit  much  on  the  order  of  previous 
decades.  In  these  cases,  few  families  with  children  moved  in  or  many  newcomers  chose  small 
unit  condominiums. 

Community  People  per  Unit  Trends 

The  suburban  communities  of  Lincoln,  Norfolk,  Hanover  and  Wenham  had  more  than  3.1 
people  per  unit.  They  contained  a  large  proportion  of  families  with  children,  keeping  unit  size 
high.  However,  Lincoln's  preliminary  housing  count  appears  in  error. 

At  the  other  end  of  the  housing  spectrum  were  communities  in  which  the  retired,  working 
couples  with  no  children  or  singles  formed  a  large  proportion  of  residents.  Rockport  showed 
the  fewest  people  per  unit  -- 1.8.  Other  communities  with  few  people  per  unit  were: 
Brookline,  Essex  and  Hull. 

Urban  communities  where  the  people/unit  decline  was  less  than  four  percent  included: 
Boston,  Cambridge,  Gloucester,  Lynn,  Milford,  Somerville  and  Waltham.  In  Chelsea  there  was 
even  an  increase  of  2.5  percent. 

Suburban  communities  where  an  influx  of  families  with  young  children  kept  people/ unit  from 
dropping  less  than  four  percent  included:  Bolton,  Boxborough,  Hopkinton  and  Norfolk. 
Middleton  actually  showed  an  increase  of  five  percent. 

Suburban  communities  where  few  families  with  children  moved  in  or  which  had  extensive 
condominium  development  had  people/ unit  declines  of  greater  than  11  percent.  These 


communities  included:  Ashland,  Burlington,  Canton,  Franklin,  Hanover,  Holbrook,  Hudson, 
Natick,  Sherborn,  Sudbury,  Walpole,  Weston,  Westwood,  Weymouth  and  Woburn. 


Report  Graphs,  Maps  and  Tables 

The  following  pages  contain  graphs  of  regionwide  decadal  population  size  and  absolute 
population  change  since  1960.  There  are  regionwide  maps  which  illustrate  intercommunity 
variation  in  :  1990  population  size,  absolute  and  percent  population  change  between  1980  and 
1990, 1990  housing  units,  absolute  and  percent  housing  unit  change  between  1980  and  1990, 
1990  people  per  housing  unit  and  people  per  housing  unit  percent  change  between  1980  and 
1990.  Statistical  tables  show  community  decadal  population  size  since  1960,  absolute  and 
percent  population  change  between  1980  and  1990,  housing  unit  counts  for  1980  and  1990, 
people  per  housing  unit  1990  and  people  per  housing  unit  percent  change  between  1980  and 
1990. 
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1990  Population 

Number  of  Persons 


□ 


3,134  to  15,000 


^  15,000  to  30,000 
^  30,000  to  95,802 
574,283 


Number  of  Communities 
44 

33 

23 

1 


Source:  1990  U.  S.  Census 


Population  Change,  1980  to  1990,  Absolute  Change 


Absolute  Change 

□ 


Number  of  Communities 


■3,589  to  -1,000 

12 

■1,000  toO 

27 

0  to  600 

30 

600  to  5,000 

31 

11,289 

1 

Sources:  1980  and  1990  U.  S.  Census 


Population  Change,  1980  to  1990,  In  Percent 


Percent  Change 
-10  to  -5 

-5  to  5 

5  to  15 

15  to  31 


Number  of  Communities 

8 

67 

16 

8 


Sources:  1980  and  1990  U.  S.  Census 


1990  Housing  Units 


Housing  Units 

1,099  to  4,500 


9,000  to  41,700 
247,887 


Number  of  Communities 
34 


^  4,500  to  9,000  31 


35 
1 


Source:  1990  U.S.  Census  Initial  Housing  Unit  Count 


Housing  Unit  Change,  1980  to  1990,  Absolute  Change 

Absolute  Change  Number  of  Communities 

-591  to  200  13 


□ 


k^^^  200  to  650 


650  tolSOO 
1500  to  6443 


42 
33 
13 


Source:  1980  U.S.  Census;1990  U.S.  Census,  Initial  Count 


Housing  Unit  Change,  1980  to  1990,  In  Percent 

Percent  Change  Number  of  Communities 

16 

33 

36 


□ 


-25  to  5 


5  to  10 


10  to  20 
20  to  52 


16 


Source:  1980  U.S.  Census;1990  U.S.  Census,  Initial  Count 


1990  People  /  Housing  Unit  * 


People/Housing  Unit  Number  of  Communities 

□ 


1.8  to  2.2 

4 

2.2  to  2.6 

38 

2.6  to  3.1 

54 

3.1  to  4.2 

5 

*  People  per  housing  unit  differs  from  the  more 
commonly  used  persons  per  household.  This  measure 
of  total  housing  units  includes  unoccupied  and 
seasonal  units. 


Source:  1990  U.S.  Census  Initial  Housing  Unit  and  Final  Population  Count 


People/Housing  Unit,  1980  - 1990 

Percent  Change  Number  of  Communities 


□ 


14  to -12 

7 

12  to  -8 

44 

8to-l 

43 

1  to  43 

7 

*  People  per  housing  unit  differs  from  the  more 
commonly  used  persons  per  household.  This  measure 
of  total  housing  units  includes  unoccupied  and 
seasonal  units. 

Sources:  1980  and  1990  U.  S.  Census 
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METROPOLITAN  AREA  PLANNING  COUNCIL 
POPULATION  OF  CITIES  AND  TOWNS 


ABSOLUTE  PERCENT 


COMMUNITY 

1960 

1970 

1980 

1990- 

CHANGE 
1980-90 

CHANGE 
1980-90 

ACTON 

7,238 

14,-73 

17 , 544 

17, 872 

328 

1 . 

8 

ARLINGTON 

49, 953 

53,524 

48, 219 

44, 630 

-3589 

-8. 

0 

ASHLAND 

7,779 

8,  882 

9,165 

12 , 066 

2901 

24. 

0 

BEDFORD 

10,969 

13, 513 

13,067 

12,996 

-71 

-0. 

5 

BELLINGHAM 

6,774 

13, 967 

14, 300 

14,877 

577 

3  . 

9 

BELMONT 

28, 715 

28,285 

26, 100 

24, 720 

-1380 

-5  . 

6 

BEVERLY 

36, 108 

38, 348 

37, 655 

38, 195 

540 

1 . 

4 

BOLTON 

1,264 

1,905 

2,  530 

3,  134 

604 

19  . 

3 

BOSTON 

697, 197 

641,071 

562,994 

574,283 

11289 

2  . 

0 

BOXBOROUGH 

744 

1,451 

3,  126 

3,343 

217 

•6. 

5 

BRAINTREE 

31,069 

35,050 

36,337 

33, 836 

-2501 

-7  , 

4 

BROO KLINE 

54,044 

58,886 

55,062 

54, 718 

-344 

-0. 

6 

BURLINGTON 

12,852 

21,980 

23,486 

23, 302 

-184 

-0. 

8 

CAMBRIDGE 

107, 716 

100, 361 

95, 322 

95, 802 

480 

0. 

5 

CANTON 

12, 771 

17, 100 

18, 182 

18, 530 

348 

1. 

9 

CARLISLE 

1,488 

2,871 

3,  306 

4,333 

1027 

23. 

7 

CHELSEA 

33,749 

30, 625 

25,431 

28, 710 

3279 

11 . 

,  4 

COHASSET 

5,840 

6,  954 

7,  174 

7,075 

-99 

-1. 

,  4 

CONCORD 

12, 517 

16, 148 

16,293 

17,076 

783 

4. 

,  6  ■ 

DANVERS 

21,926 

26,151 

24, 100 

24,174 

74 

0. 

,3 

DEDHAM 

23,869 

26, 938 

25,298 

23, 782 

-1516 

-6  . 

,  4 

DOVER 

2,846 

4,  529 

4,  703 

4,915 

212 

4  , 

,  3 

DUXBURY 

4,727 

7,  636 

11,807 

13,895 

2088 

15. 

,0 

ESSEX 

2,  238 

2,670 

2,998 

3,  260 

262 

8, 

,  0 

EVERETT 

43, 544 

42,485 

37, 195 

35, 701 

-1494 

-4  , 

.  2 

FOXBOROUGH 

10, 136 

14, 218 

14, 148 

14,637 

489 

3, 

.  3 

FRAMINGHAM 

44, 526 

64,048 

65, 113 

64,989 

-124 

-0, 

.2 

FRANKLIN 

10, 530 

17,830 

18,217 

22,095 

3878 

17, 

.  6 

GLOUCESTER 

25, 789 

27,941 

27, 768 

28, 716 

948 

3, 

.  3 

HAMILTON 

5,  488 

6,373 

6,  960 

7,280 

320 

4, 

,  4 

HANOVER 

5,923 

10, 107 

11, 358 

11,912 

554 

4, 

.  7 

HINGHAM 

15,378 

18, 845 

20, 339 

19, 821 

-518 

-2  . 

.  6 

HOLBROOK 

10, 104 

11,775 

11, 140 

11,041 

-99 

-0, 

.9 

HOLLISTON 

6,222 

12,069 

12,622 

12,926 

304 

2 

.4 

HOPKINTON 

4,932 

5,981 

7,  114 

9,  191 

2077 

22 

.6 

HUDSON 

9,  666 

16,084 

16,408 

17,233 

825 

4 

.8 

HULL 

7,055 

9,961 

9,714 

10,466 

752 

7 

.  2 

IPSWICH 

8,  544 

10, 750 

11, 158 

11,873 

715 

6 

.0 

LEXINGTON 

27,961 

31,886 

29,479 

28,974 

-505 

-1 

.  7 

LINCOLN 

5,  613 

7,  567 

7,098 

7,  666 

568 

7 

.4 

LITTLETON 

5,  109 

6,  380 

6,970 

7,051 

81 

1 

.  1 

LYNN 

94, 478 

90, 294 

78, 471 

81,245 

2774 

3 

.4 

LYNNFIELD 

8,398 

10,026 

11, 267 

11,274 

7 

0 

.  1 

MALDEN 

57, 676 

56, 127 

53, 386 

53 , 884 

498 

0 

.  9 

MANCHESTER 

3,932 

5,151 

5,424 

3  ,  2oo 

—  i  JO 

-2 

.6 

MARBLEHEAD 

18, 521 

21,295 

20, 126 

19,971 

-155 

-0 

.8 

MARLBOROUGH 

18,819 

27,936 

30, 617 

31,813 

1196 

3 

.8 

MARSHFIELD 

6,748 

15,223 

20,916 

21, 531 

615 

2 

.9 

MAYNARD 

7,695 

9,710 

9,  590 

10,325 

735 

7 

.  1 

MEDFIELD 

6,021 

9,821 

10,220 

10,531 

311 

3 

.0 

MED FORD 

64,971 

64, 397 

58,076 

57,407 

-669 

-1 

.2 

MEDWAY 

5, 168 

7,938 

8,447 

9,931 

1484 

14 

.9 

MELROSE 

29,619 

33, 180 

30,055 

28, 150 

-1905 

-6 

.8 
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METROPOLITAN  AREA  PLANNING  COUNCIL 
POPULATION  OF  CITIES  AND  TOWNS 


ABSOLUTE  PERCENT 


POMMTIN  T  TV 

1960 

1970 

1980 

1990- 

CHANGE 
1980-90 

CHANGE 
1980-90 

MIDDLETON 

3  , 

718 

4 , 

044 

4  , 

135 

4, 

921 

786 

16  . 

0 

MILFORD 

1 5  , 

7  49 

19 , 

352 

23  , 

390 

25  , 

355 

1965 

7  . 

7 

MILLIS 

4 , 

373 

5  , 

686 

6 , 

908 

7  , 

613 

705 

9 

3 

MILTON 

2  0 , 

T  "7  C 

2  7 , 

190 

25  , 

860 

25 , 

725 

-135 

-0 

5 

NAHANT 

J  , 

c  r\ 
950 

4 , 

119 

3 , 

947 

3 , 

828 

-119 

-3 

1 

NATICK 

2o , 

831 

3  1 , 

057 

29 , 

461 

30, 

510 

1049 

3 

4 

NEEDHAM 

T  c 

2  5  , 

793 

29 , 

748 

21 , 

901 

27 , 

557 

-3  44 

-1 

2 

NEWTON 

92  , 

384 

9  1 , 

263 

83 , 

622 

82 , 

585 

-1037 

-1 

3 

NORFOLK 

3 , 

471 

4 , 

656 

6 , 

363 

9, 

270 

2907 

31 

4 

NORTH  READING 

8 , 

331 

11  / 

264 

11, 

455 

12, 

002 

547 

4. 

6 

NORWELL 

5 , 

207 

7 , 

796 

9 , 

182 

9, 

279 

9  7 

1 

0 

NORWOOD 

24 , 

898 

30 , 

815 

29 , 

711 

28, 

700 

7  A  7  7 

-1011 

-3. 

5 

PEABODY 

32  , 

202 

48 , 

080 

45 , 

976 

47 , 

039 

1063 

2. 

3 

PEMBROKE 

4 , 

919 

1 1  / 

195 

13 , 

487 

14 , 

544 

iUb7 

7. 

3 

OUINCY 

87  , 

409 

87 , 

996 

84 , 

743 

84 , 

985 

O  yl  T 

2  42 

0. 

3 

RANDOLPH 

18 , 

900 

27 , 

035 

28 , 

218 

30, 

093 

1  O  T  C 

lo7  5 

6 

2 

READ  TNG 

19 , 

295 

22 , 

539 

22  , 

678 

22 , 

539 

1*3  0 

-139 

-0 

6 

REVERE 

40 , 

080 

43 , 

159 

42  , 

423 

42 , 

786 

T  £:  "3 
3  fa  3 

0 

8 

ROCKLAND 

13 , 

119 

15  , 

674 

15  , 

695 

16 , 

123 

A  ^  Q 

42  8 

2 

7 

ROCKPORT 

4  / 

615 

5 , 

536 

6 , 

345 

7  , 

482 

1  1  T  T 

113/ 

15 

2 

SALEM 

W  "i  1  f  u  1  1 

j9  / 

211 

40 , 

556 

38 , 

220 

38 , 

091 

—  1  ^  y 

-0 

3 

SAUGUS 

20 , 

555 

2  5  / 

110 

24 , 

746 

25 , 

549 

on 

OU  J 

3 

1 

SCITUATE 

214 

15 , 

47  3 

17  , 

317 

16 , 

786 

3  J  1 

-3 

2 

SHARON 

1  n 
lU  1 

A  "7  n 

070 

12 , 

•3  ^  "1 

367 

13 , 

601 

15 , 

517 

1  Q  1  fi 

1.  7  i.  o 

12 

3 

SHERBORN 

1 « 

816 

3 , 

309 

4 , 

049 

3 , 

989 

D  U 

-1 

5 

SOMERVILLE 

597 

88  / 

113 

77  , 

372 

76 , 

210 

X  X  U  ^ 

-1 

5 

SOUTHBOROUGH 

A  Q  £ 

995 

5 , 

■7  O 

798 

6 , 

193 

6 , 

628 

t  J  3 

6 

6 

STONEHAM 

82 1 

20 , 

725 

2 1 , 

424 

22 , 

203 

77<5 

3 

5 

STOUGHTON 

16 , 

328 

2  3 , 

459 

26 , 

710 

26 , 

777 

D  / 

0 

3 

STOW 

2  , 

C  1 

593 

3 « 

984 

5 , 

144 

5 , 

328 

1  O  *t 

3 

5 

SUDBURY 

7  4 

447 

13 , 

506 

14 , 

027 

14 , 

358 

J  J  1 

2 . 

3 

SWAMPSCOTT 

13  / 

294 

13  1 

578 

13 , 

837 

13 , 

650 

1 0  / 

-1 

4 

TOPSFIELD 

3  1 

351 

5 « 

225 

5 , 

709 

5 , 

754 

*T  3 

0 

8 

WAKEFIELD 

29  5 

25 

402 

24 

895 

24 

82  5 

-70 

-0 

3 

WALPOLE 

1  A 

f\CQ 

Uoo 

18  J 

149 

18 

o  c  o 

859 

20 

212 

1  7 7 

X  J  ^  w 

6 

7 

WALTHAM 

c  c 
33 

41  J 

61 

coo 
582 

58 

200 

57 

878 

-322 

-0 

6 

WATERTOWN 

"i  Q 

3"  i 

no  o 

jy 

i\Jl 

34 

'i  Q  A 

384 

33 

Q  A 

284 

-1100 

WAYLAND 

■  1  *»  X  XJ«U1  w 

lU 

>l  >l  >l 

444 

1  J 

461 

12 

170 

11 

874 

-296 

-2 

.  5 

WELLESLEY 

26 

,071 

28 

051 

27 

209 

26 

615 

-594 

-2 

2 

WENHAM 

VI  w  11 1««U  1 

2 

,  798 

3 

849 

3 

,897 

4 

,212 

315 

7 

5 

WESTON 

Q 
O 

,261 

10 

,870 

11 

,  169 

10 

,  2UU 

-969 

c 
3 

WE  ST WOOD 

10 

,354 

12 

,750 

13 

,212 

12 

,  557 

-655 

-5 

2 

WEYMOUTH 

VI  tid  X  1 W  X  1 4 

48 

,  177 

54 

,  610 

55 

,601 

54 

,063 

-1538 

-2 

.8 

WILMINGTON 

12 

,475 

17 

,  102 

17 

,471 

17 

,  651 

180 

1 

.0 

WINCHESTER 

19 

,376 

22 

,  269 

20 

,701 

20 

,  267 

-434 

-2 

1 

WINTHROP 

20 

,303 

20 

,  335 

19 

,  294 

18 

,  127 

-1167 

-6 

.4 

WOBURN 

31 

,214 

37 

,406 

36 

,  626 

35 

,943 

-683 

-1 

.9 

WRENTHAM 

6 

,685 

7 

,315 

7 

,  580 

9 

,006 

1426 

15 

.8 

REGION  2 

,778 

,119  3,012,644  2,884 

,712  2,922 

,934 

38,222 

1 

.3 

SOURCE:   U.S.  CENSUS 


-  These  population  counts  may  be  adjusted  by  the  Census  Bureau  for  any  under- 
counts  until  July  15,  1991. 
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METROPOLITAN  AREA  PLANNING  COUNCIL 
PEOPLE  PER  HOUSING  UNIT 


COMMUNITY 

HOUSING 
1980 

UNITS 
1990* 

PEOPLE/HOUSING 
1980           1990  % 

UNIT 
CHANGE 

ACTON 

6,  309 

6,  867 

2.8 

2.6 

-6.4 

ARLINGTON 

18,880 

19,378 

2.6 

2.3 

-9 .  8 

ASHLAND 

3 ,  166 

4,  820 

2.9 

2.5 

-13.5 

BEDFORD 

3 , 809 

4,  206 

3.4 

3.1 

-9  .  9 

BELL INGHAM 

4,  389 

5 ,  154 

3.3 

2.9 

-11.4 

BELMONT 

9 , 895 

9,955 

2.6 

2.5 

-5 . 9 

BEVERLY 

14,093 

15, 518 

2.7 

2.5 

-7  .  9 

BOLTON 

863 

1,  099 

2.9 

2.9 

-2  .  7 

BOSTON 

241,444 

247 , 887 

2.3 

2.3 

-0 .  6 

BOXBOROUGH 

1,  342 

1,485 

2.3 

2.3 

-3 . 4 

BRAINTREE 

11,716 

12 , 168 

3.1 

2.8 

-10.  3 

BROOKLINE 

24, 379 

25, 316 

2.3 

2.2 

-4 .  3 

BURLINGTON 

7,011 

7,967 

3.3 

2.9 

-12  . 7 

CAMBRIDGE 

41, 300 

41, 658 

2.3 

2.3 

-0.4 

CANTON 

5,  798 

6,  783 

3.1 

2.7 

-12.9 

CARLISLE 

1,  055 

1,494 

3.1 

2.9 

-7  . 4 

CHELSEA 

10,470 

11,535 

2.4 

2.5 

2  .  5 

COHASSET 

2,  512 

2,723 

2.9 

2.6 

-9.0 

CONCORD 

5,  342 

5,913 

3.0 

2.9 

-5 .  3 

DANVERS 

8,  246 

9,278 

2.9 

2.6 

-10.9 

DEDHAM 

8,  409 

8,  747 

3.0 

2.7 

-9 .  6 

DOVER 

1,  510 

1,  695 

3.1 

2.9 

-6.9 

DUXBURY 

4, 155 

5, 130 

2.8 

2.7 

-4.7 

ESSEX 

1,277 

1,554 

2.3 

2.1 

-10.  6 

EVERETT 

14, 665 

15,322 

2.5 

2.3 

-8.1 

FOXBOROUGH 

4,  840 

5,472 

2.9 

2.7 

-8.5 

FRAMINGHAM 

24, 611 

26,297 

2.6 

2.5 

-6.6 

FRANKLIN 

5,  584 

7,  687 

3.3 

2.9 

-11 . 9 

GLOUCESTER 

12 , 040 

12, 661 

2.3 

2.3 

-1 .  7 

HAMILTON 

2,  395 

2,  625 

2.9 

2.8 

-4.6 

HANOVER 

3,218 

3,825 

3.5 

3.1 

-11.8 

H INGHAM 

6,  512 

7,152 

3.1 

2.8 

-11.3 

HOLBROOK 

3,  519 

4,037 

3.2 

2.7 

-13 . 6 

HOLLISTON 

4,020 

4,412 

3.1 

2.9 

-6.7 

HOPKINTON 

2,  489 

3,300 

2.9 

2.8 

-2  . 6 

HUDSON 

5,  492 

6,  666 

3.0 

2.6 

-13 .  5 

HULL 

4,773 

5,251 

2.0 

2.0 

-2  . 1 

IPSWICH 

4,437 

4,946 

2.5 

2.4 

-4.5 

LEXINGTON 

9,781 

10,638 

3.0 

2.7 

-9.6 

LINCOLN 

2 , 408 

1,817 

2.9 

4.2 

43 . 1 

LITTLETON 

2,435 

2 , 679 

2.9 

2.6 

-8.1 

LYNN 

32, 617 

34, 573 

2.4 

2.3 

-2 . 3 

LYNNFIELD 

3,  570 

4,029 

3.2 

2.8 

-11 . 3 

MALDEN 

21,464 

22,930 

2.5 

2.3 

-5.5 

MANCHESTER 

2, 139 

2,303 

2.5 

2.3 

-9 .  5 

MARBLEHEAD 

8,  305 

8,  662 

2.4 

2.3 

-4 . 9 

MARLBOROUGH 

11, 503 

13,006 

2.7 

2.4 

-8 . 1 

MARSHFIELD 

8,610 

8,850 

2.4 

2.4 

0.1 

MAYNARD 

3,536 

4,209 

2.7 

2.5 

-9.6 

MEDFIELD 

3, 156 

3,500 

3.2 

3.0 

-7.1 

MEDFORD 

20,647 

22,629 

2.8 

2.5 

-9.8 

MEDWAY 

2,592 

3,387 

3.3 

2.9 

-10.0 

MELROSE 

10,973 

11,296 

2.7 

2.5 

-9.0 

MIDDLETON 

1,519 

1,726 

2.7 

2.9 

4.7 

(1/91) 


METROPOLITAN  AREA  PLANNING  COUNCIL 
PEOPLE  PER  HOUSING  UNIT 


COMMUNITY 

HOUSING 
1980 

UNITS 
1990* 

PEOPLE/HOUSING 
1980           1990  % 

UNIT 
CHANGE 

MILFORD 

O  f  ^  ^  7 

9,  614 

2  .  7 

9  6 

-3.7 

MILLIS 

2,333 

2,832 

3 . 0 

2  .  7 

-9.2 

MILTON 

8,  555 

'  8,995 

3.0 

2  . 9 

-5.4 

NAHANT 

1 ,  547 

1,685 

2 . 6 

2  .  3 

-11.0 

NATICK 

10, 443 

12,613 

2 . 8 

2  .  4 

-14.3 

NEEDHAM 

9 , 489 

10,397 

2 . 9 

2  ,  7 

-9.9 

NEWTON 

29,131 

30,818 

2 . 9 

2  .  7 

-6.6 

NORFOLK 

1 ,  682 

2,488 

3 . 8 

3  .  7 

-1.5 

NORTH  READING 

3 , 704 

4, 169 

3 . 1 

2  . 9 

-6.9 

NORWELL 

2 , 830 

3,074 

3.2 

3 . 0 

-7.0 

NORWOOD 

10 , 604 

11,560 

2 . 8 

2 .  5 

-11.4 

PEABODY 

16, 248 

18, 118 

2 . 8 

2  .  6 

-8.2 

PEMBROKE 

4,264 

4,874 

3 . 2 

3 . 0 

-5.7 

QUINCY 

34, 352 

37,653 

2 . 5 

2 . 3 

-8.5 

RANDOLPH 

9 ,  605 

11,247 

2 . 9 

2 . 7 

-8.9 

READING 

7 , 486 

8, 101 

3 . 0 

2  •  8 

-8.2 

REVERE 

17,176 

18, 673 

2 . 5 

2  . 3 

-7.2 

ROCKLAND 

5 , 005 

5,741 

3.1 

2 . 8 

-10.4 

ROCKPORT 

3 , 217 

4,124 

2 . 0 

1 . 8 

-8.0 

SALEM 

15 , 879 

17, 110 

2 . 4 

2  . 2 

-7.5 

SAUGUS 

8 ,  307 

9,499 

3 . 0 

2  .  7 

-9.7 

SCITUATE 

6  797 

6,972 

2 . 5 

2  . 4 

-5.5 

SHARON 

4,  423 

5,348 

3 . 1 

2 . 9 

-5.6 

SHERBORN 

1,231 

1,374 

3 . 3 

2 . 9 

-11.7 

SOMERVILLE 

30 , 942 

31,588 

2 . 5 

2 . 4 

-3.5 

SOUTHBOROUGH 

2  035 

2,354 

3  0 

2  a 

-7.5 

STONEHAM 

7,652 

8,796 

2 . 8 

2 .  5 

-9.8 

STOUGHTON 

8,870 

9,749 

3 . 0 

2  .  7 

-8.8 

STOW 

1 ,  660 

1,851 

3 . 1 

2 . 9 

-7.1 

SUDBURY 

4,  209 

4,871 

3 . 3 

2 . 9 

-11.6 

SWAMPSCOTT 

5 , 229 

5,617 

2 . 6 

2 . 4 

-8.2 

TOPSFIELD 

1 , 788 

1,962 

3 . 2 

2 . 9 

-8.2 

WAKEFIELD 

8,817 

9,  508 

2 . 8 

2  . 6 

-7  .  5 

WALPOLE 

5 , 785 

7,020 

3 . 3 

2  . 9 

-11.7 

WALTHAM 

21,224 

21,716 

2 . 7 

2 . 7 

-2.8 

WATERTOWN 

13 , 582 

14,719 

2 . 5 

2 . 3 

-10.  7 

WAYLAND 

4,094 

4,380 

3.0 

2.7 

-8.8 

WELLESLEY 

8,589 

8,753 

3.2 

3.0 

-4.0 

WENHAM 

1, 119 

1,209 

3.5 

3.5 

0.0 

WESTON 

3,327 

3  506 

3.4 

2.9 

-13.3 

WESTWOOD 

4,222 

4,549 

3.1 

2.8 

-11.8 

WEYMOUTH 

19,890 

21,922 

2.8 

2.5 

-11.8 

WILMINGTON 

5, 109 

5,655 

3.4 

3.1 

-8.7 

WINCHESTER 

6,928 

7,  556 

3.0 

2.7 

-10.2 

WINTHROP 

7,641 

8,095 

2.5 

2.2 

-11.3 

WOBURN 

12,723 

14, 129 

2.9 

2.5 

-11.6 

WRENTHAM 

2,259 

2,966 

3.4 

3.0 

-9.5 

REGION 

1,091,761 

1, 

173, 767 

2.6 

2.5 

-5.8 

SOURCE:   U.S.  CENSUS 

*  1990  preliminary  housing  unit  counts  are  subject  to  significant 
revision. 


About  This  Report 


The  Metropolitan  Area  Planning  Council  is  the  designated  regional  planning  agency  for  101 
cities  and  towns  in  metropolitan  Boston.  The  Council  helps  its  member  communities  plan 
in  the  areas  of  economic  development,  housing,  demographics,  transportation,  water,  solid 
waste  and  open  space. 

The  preparation  of  this  document  was  funded  by  local  assessments  from  the  MAPC 
member  cities  and  towns.  The  responsibility  for  the  information  and  opinions  contained  in 
this  report  rests  solely  with  the  Metropolitan  Area  Planning  Council. 
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